228                  NOX-VIOLENXE  IN PEACE  AND  WAR

without parallel that Congressmen and all other responsible
Indians individually and collectively have to decide what
part India is to play in this terrible drama.

Simla, 5-9-;39
Harijan, 9-9-1939
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SOURCE OF MY SYMPATHY

The statement made by me just after my interview
with H. E. the Viceroy has had a mixed reception. It has
been described as sentimental twaddle by one critic and
as a statesmanlike pronouncement by another. There are
variations between the two extremes. I suppose all the
critics are right from their own standpoint and all are wrong
from the absolute standpoint which, in this instance, is that
of the author. He wrote for nobody's satisfaction but his
own. I abide by every word I have said in it. It has no
political value except what every humanitarian opinion
may possess. Interrelation of ideas cannot be prevented.

I have a spirited protest from a correspondent. It calls
for a reply. I do not reproduce the letter, as partis of it I
do not understand myself. But there is no difficulty in
catching its drift. The main argument is this:

"If you shed tears over the possible destruction of the English
Houses of Parliament and Westminster Abbey, have you no tears
for the possible destruction of the monuments of Germany? And
why do you sympathize with England and France and not with
Germany? Is not Hitler an answer to the revishing of Germany
by the Allied Powers during the last war? If you were a German,
had the resourcefulness of Hitler, and were a believer in the doctrine
of retaliation as the whole world is, you would have done what
Hitler is doing. Nazism may be bad. We do not know what it really
is. The literature we get is one-sided. But I suggest to you that
there is no difference between Chamberlain and Hitler. In Hitler's
place Chamberlain would not have acted otherwise. You have
done aa injustice to Hitler by comparing him with Chamberlain,
to the farmer's disadvantage; Is England's record in India any